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b-FILTERED

Figure 4. Storm motion internal velocily grids: a. unfiltered, b. filtered.
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Figure 15. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Jun09.

35



a- 18:43:19

1.0
700 4
Storm =

Size 500 = =03 icoag

(pixels) 300:

108' A i : ;‘.E; a el :E! 2 ] 0.0

] ] )
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Scan Number

Figure 16. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Jun25.
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Figure 18. Tracking performance a
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Figure 19. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Junl5.
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Figure 20.  Tracking performance and storm evolution: Aug2l.
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Tracking performance and storm evolution: Sepl0.
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Figure 22. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Jun24.
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Figure 23.  Tracking performance and storm evolution: May?21.

55



a - 20.18.30 d- 00:19:27

- 212:34:04
S

; -' - " P /o 10
BT [ o,
(R e,
60

a b
v A4
500 = 1.0
Storm Jun26
Size 250 0.5Scan
(pixels) . .. i POD
) . W E""3. _= !:l-:: H ==§':= -Ill -
AT H LTI I TH RITH T T H T HH TH lilu|Ii|II|nI|I|I|I|tIiIIIII|i 0.0
: I | | | |
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Scan Number

Figure 2{. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Jun26.
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Figure 25. Tracking performance and storm evolution: Jull0.
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Figure 30. Extrapolation analysis: Junlb, unfiltered vectors.
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Figure 81. FEztrapolation analysis: Jun26.
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